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PER CURI AM
Jerone Saunders pled guilty to aiding and abetting
di stribution of cocaine base, 21 US C 88 2, 841(a)(1l) (2000).
Saunders’ counsel has a filed a brief in accordance with Anders v.
California, 386 U S. 738 (1967) raising one possible sentencing
i ssue on appeal, but stating that, in his view, there are no
nmeritorious issues for appeal. Saunders was inforned of his right
to file a pro se supplenental brief, but has failed to do so.
Saunders was denied an adjustnent for acceptance of

responsibility under U.S. Sentencing Guideline Mnual 8§ 3El1.1

(2002) based on three positive drug tests and his unauthorized
departure fromthe jurisdiction while on pre-sentence rel ease. W
conclude the district court did not conmt clear error in its

deni al of the adjustnent. See United States v. Underwood, 970 F. 2d

1336 (4th CGr. 1992); USSG § 3El.1, comment. (n.3).

I n accordance with Anders, we have reviewed the entire
record in this case and have found no neritorious issues for
appeal . We therefore affirm Saunders’ conviction and sentence.
This court requires that counsel informhis client, in witing, of
his right to petition the Suprenme Court of the United States for
further review If the client requests that a petition be filed,
but counsel believes that such a petition would be frivol ous, then
counsel nmay nove in this court for leave to withdraw from

representation. Counsel’s notion nust state that a copy thereof



was served on the client. W dispense with oral argunent because
the facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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